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Introduction
Wildlife Rehabilitation is defined as the treatment and temporary care of injured, diseased and displaced indigenous animals, and the subsequent release of healthy animals to appropriate habitats in the wild [1] . Benefits and limitations of this activity have been thoroughly discussed [2, 3] . Moreover, there is a consensus on the value of Wildlife Rehabilitation Centers (WRC) in monitoring the health of ecosystems, detecting threats to wild animal populations and improving of the wild animal welfare [4] . There are thousands of these centers worldwide working with a huge diversity of species and with different levels of specialization, different management protocols and diverse budgets. Namely, benchmarking can be a very complicated task among the high heterogeneity of WRC.
The information recorded in the WRC can become a material of great value for conservation, providing evidence of the natural or anthropogenic menaces for the species. Although there are many morbidity studies in wildlife [5, 6, 7, 8] , most of them are restricted to specific zoological categories, and studies covering a wide variety of animal species or covering long periods of time are still scarce [9, 10, 11] . Moreover, reviews of wildlife casualties providing objective criteria about cost-benefit of the casualties' treatments are also poorly reported in the literature [12, 13] .
In the present study, we analyze 54772 cases attended at the WRC of Torreferrussa, comprising 302 different wild species in a 19-year-long period, including primary causes of admission (morbidity), release and death rates (as main outcome indicators), the rehabilitation stay period in the center and a cost-benefit index as an approach to calculate the rehabilitation costs. In order to improve our understanding and the efficiency of the rehabilitation process, our objective was to evaluate the relative importance and temporal variation of different primary causes of admission during the study period, as well as to evaluate the effectiveness of the rehabilitation in different taxa and in relation to these primary causes.
Materials and methods

Study design
The rehabilitation center is under the direction of the Catalan Wildlife-Service, who stipulates the management protocols and Ethical Principles according to the Catalan [14] and Spanish legislation [15] .
Animal classification
For each individual admitted to the center we recorded species, sex and age. For statistical analysis, species were grouped in the following broader taxonomic categories: Amphibians (including Anura and Caudata), Reptiles (including Testudines and Squamata), Mammals (including Carnivora, Artiodactyla, Chiroptera, Rodentia, Lagomorpha and Insectivora), Diurnal birds of prey (Accipitriformes), Owls (Strigiformes), Marine Birds (including Procellariformes, Suliformes, Charadriformes), Herons and allies (including Pelecaniformes, Ciconiformes and Phoenicopteriformes), Waders (Charadrifomes), Other Aquatic birds (including Anseriformes, Gruiformes and Podicipediformes), Swifts (Apodiformes), Passerines (Passeriformes) and Other birds (including Columbiformes, Galliformes, Coraciiformes, Caprimulgiformes, Piciformes, Bucerotiformes, Cuculiformes and Otidiformes). Sex was determined when possible by inspection in dimorphic species or by gonadal examination at necropsy. The age was categorized as "first calendar year" and ">1 year calendar" for all the animal groups [16] .
Morbidity analysis
The categories and subcategories of the causes of admission were based on the primary diagnoses [17, 18] . Briefly, causes were grouped in the following main categories: "Trauma" associated with an anthropogenic activity or structure (collision-with vehicles, buildings or other human structures, power lines, fences-, electrocution, gunshot, and unknown trauma), "Orphaned" (chicks, fledging or young animals, supposedly abandoned by their parents or fallen from their nest), "Captivity" (animals maintained in captivity for more than 6 months and/or confiscated by the rangers or the police due to poaching or illegal pet trade), "Infectious disease" (infectious or parasitic disease, based in clinical diagnoses or by confirmation of a pathogenic microorganism), "Metabolic or nutritional disease" (low body condition, weakness, and other diseases grouped by organ system), "Misplacement" (animals accidentally found in wrong places, such as buildings or other human made structures, water bodies or vehicles); "Other causes" [(including Natural injuries or casualties (predation, entangled by plants. . .), intoxication (confirmation of toxic agents), and a miscellaneous of causes as oiled birds, bycatch, predation. . .)] and "Undetermined"(when it was not possible to assign the cause to any of the above mentioned categories)]. Primary causes were also grouped in two categories, according to the human contribution, as follows: anthropogenic (gunshot, captivity, intoxication, electrocution, collisions with power lines, vehicles, human structures and fences, oiled, unknown trauma, misplacement, and other) and natural (metabolic or nutritional, infectious disease and orphaned).
A prognostic scoring was defined according to the severity of the illness or injury at the moment of the admission, including the following categories: 1, apparently healthy; 2, mild weakness or thinning, uncomplicated fractures; 3, severe (including dehydration, open fractures, deep wounds) and 4, very severe (major injuries, emaciation, paralysis, blindness, respiratory distress).
Unassisted death, which occurred during treatment of some animals, 3) Release to the wild, of successfully healed individuals with good perspectives to adapt in the wild, and 4) Captivity, for non-releasable animals that were kept permanently captive, due to their poor prognosis of survivability in the wild. According to these categories, four outcome indicators of the final dispositions of the rehabilitation process were considered and expressed as a rate between the number of cases of each category by the total number of admissions in a given period of time [13] : 1) Release rate (R r : number of animals released to the wild/total number of animals admitted), 2) Euthanasia rate (E r : number of animals euthanized/total number of animals admitted), 3) Mortality rate (M r : number of animals experiencing unassisted death during treatment/total number of animals admitted), and 4) Captivity rate (C r : number of animals kept permanently captive/total number of animals admitted).
Cost-benefits estimator
The time of the rehabilitation stay (T s ) in the center was used as the basic estimator or approach for assessing the cost of the rehabilitation process. This parameter (T s ) was defined as the length of time that the animal was retained in the center, that is, the period in days from the date of admittance to the date of release or death of the animal. In order to study the T s , the percentiles 10 (P 10 ) and 90 (P 90 ) of this variable were selected as cut-off points.
On the other hand, a cost-benefit index was calculated as a ratio between the number of released animals and the total cost in euros (cost per day (euros) Ã number of animals) for each taxonomic group and cause of admission and prognostic category. The daily cost per animal was assumed the same for all species along the rehabilitation process. In order to estimate the daily cost per animal, we selected data from 2008 to 2012. Thus, the average expenses of the WRC (334.583 euros, including staff), were divided by the product [(number of cases/year) Ã 365 days)], obtaining a value of 0.19 euros/animal/day. Therefore, this estimator expresses the number of released animals per euro of expenses per day of stay, along the period of the study.
Other variables
The variable "People that brought the animal" included: Rangers, Others Police Authorities, Private individuals, Others and Unknown.
Statistical analysis
Descriptive statistics, normality test and inferential analyses were done using 95% of confidence intervals (95%CI) with SPSS Advanced Models ™ 15.0 (SPSS Inc. 233 South Wacker Drive, 11th Floor Chicago, IL 60606-6412). Morbidity and outcome studies were analyzed for variation among the different groups of animals, seasons or among years of the study. Comparisons of the median were evaluated using the U-Mann-Whitney and Kruskal-Wallis test. Chi-square or Fisher exact tests were used for comparisons between the causes of admission, outcomes rates, sex, age and taxonomical categories. Linear regression model was used to estimate the trend of the causes of admission and final dispositions during the period of study. Mean, Confidence Intervals of 95% (CI95%), Median (P 50 ) and Percentiles 10 and 90 (P 10 ; P 90 ) were provided for the descriptive analysis of the cost-benefit of the rehabilitation process.
Results
Animal data section
The revision process was done in 65335 admission reports. Most of the animals were brought to the WRC by the competent authorities, such as the Rangers (75%), other police authority's (9%) and by private citizen (12%). The final sample for the study included 54772 cases (10563 cases were excluded for no fulfilling the inclusion criteria described above, including dead admissions for forensic investigation). The final study population included 302 different species (Table 1) : most of them (88.5% of cases) considered as protected species by the Catalan legislation and represented about 60% of the total species reported in Catalonia [19, 20, 21] . Some species are included in the Spanish threatened list [22] Birds accounted for 48633 (89%) admissions, followed by 3293 (6%) Mammals, 2705 (5%) Reptiles and 141 (0.3%) Amphibians. As regards to the sex, 16926 (31%) animals were males, 7865 (14%) females, and 29981 (55%) were undetermined. Within the male group, 10661 animals were finches, representing 63% of the males included in the study. As regards to age, 29549 (54%) of admissions were first calendar year animals, 16376 (30%) were >1 calendar year animals and 8874 (16%) were of undetermined age.
Primary causes of morbidity /morbidity analysis
Anthropogenic interferences were involved in 64% of the admissions (Fig 1) . "Captivity" was the most frequent cause of admission with 21774 animals [39.8%, (CI95%: 39.3-40.2)] in the overall period of study. Within this category, 75% of passerines and 73% of tortoises were the most frequently confiscated species ( Table 2 ). "Orphaned" was the second most prevalent category with 17410 cases [31.8% (31.4-32. 3)], mainly comprised by swifts (74%), rodents and rabbits (63%), and owls (57%). "Trauma" casualties were the third most important category with 9538 cases [17.4% (17.1-17.7)]; within this category, waders (71%), birds of prey (60%), herons and allies (59%), and carnivores (41%) presented the majority of the casualties (Table 2) .
Further analysis of the trauma category showed that 73% of the trauma were classified as of unknown origin (lack of information about the circumstances of the trauma or accident). Twenty-percent of traumas were due to gunshot (10%) and collision with vehicles (10%) (Fig  1) . Diurnal birds of prey, herons and allies were the most affected by gunshot, representing 26.6% and 18.5% of cases respectively. Interestingly, 12% of the gunshot injured birds were admitted out of the hunting season. Within the category of collision with vehicles, mammals accounted for the higher proportion, especially affecting artiodactyls (52.5%) and carnivores (50.7%), followed by owls (22.5%).
Misplacement is an important reason of bringing to the Wildlife Rehabilitation Centers in reptiles (especially in squamata with a 68%) and hedgehogs (31%). Finally, note that in the miscellanea "Other" has been included causes with a very small number of cases, but relevant from the point of view of the impact of human activity, such as poisoning (25 cases), bycatch (37 cases) and oiled birds (54 cases).
Primary infectious and parasitic diseases included a wide variety of conditions. Thus, aspergillosis, trichomoniasis, coccidiosis and other endoparasites, avian poxvirus, and E. coli and Salmonella spp infections were the most common diseases diagnosed in birds. In mammals, the most prevalent diseases were myxomatosis in rabbits, sarcoptic mange in carnivores and parasitic pneumonia and abscesses in hedgehogs.
As regards to the distribution of cases along the calendar year, 48% were admitted in summer, 26% in spring, 15% in autumn and 11% in winter. The increase of cases during the spring Cost-benefit analysis in wildlife and summer seasons was consequence of the onset of reports of orphaned animals which represented 38% and 48% of the admissions respectively. In autumn and winter, illegal captures (54-56%) and traumas (30-27%) were the most common causes of admission. Year regression analyses showed a significant rise of the total number of attended animals along the years of study ( 
Outcome analyses
Overall, 7277 animals were euthanized (E r = 13%), 12280 animals died during the rehabilitation process (M r = 22%), 493 were kept in captivity (C r = 1%), and 34722 animals were released (R r = 63%). Outcome rates were different depending on the animal group and cause of admission. Marine birds (27.5%), waders (24.7%) and artiodactyla (16.6%) had the lowest release rate , while amphibians and reptiles, as well as passerines presented the highest R r above 75% (Fig  2) . By contrast, the highest natural mortality (M r ) was reported in the orphaned waders (56.7%), herons (45.3%), passerines (29.3%) and swifts (27.8%) (Fig 3) .
When the outcomes rates were stratified by cause of admission and animal group, the "Captivity", "Misplacement" and "Orphaned" categories showed the highest R r (Fig 3) . In the "Captivity" category scores above 85% were found in amphibians, reptiles, hedgehogs and passerines. In the "Orphaned" Rr above 75% were achieved in owls, diurnal birds of prey, hedgehogs and carnivores. On the other hand, the highest rates of mortality due to natural (Mr) or assisted (Er) death, were seen for "Trauma", "Metabolic or nutritional" and "Infectious disease" (Fig 3) . Outcomes have been also estimated stratified by taxonomic group and prognostic category (Fig 4) . A higher release rate in the majority of taxonomic groups was observed in cases categorized as good prognosis (categories 1 and 2), with Rr values higher than 60%. In particular, reptiles have the highest release rates in all clinical categories. On the other hand, the Mr increases as the prognosis worsens. It should be noted that the groups with the highest Mr are seabirds and Chiroptera, especially in the categories with the best apparent prognosis (Fig 4) . Finally, the Er was higher in categories 2 and 3, with values larger than 25%. In addition, the highest Er values were obtained in Artiodactyla, with observed values of 54%, 50%, 34.8% and 68.6% in the clinical categories 1 to 4, respectively (Fig 4) .
Cost-benefit estimator
Overall, the median T s at the center was 9 days (P 10 = 0; P 90 = 69). The median days of stay at the centre was 17 days (P 10 = 0; P 90 = 80) for released animals, 3 days for natural death (P 10 = 0; P 90 = 40) and 0 days for euthanized (P 10 = 0; P 90 = 32).
In the group of released animals, the longest T s were observed in diurnal birds of prey and owls with around two months of hospitalization (Table 3 ). In mammals, rodents and rabbits, hedgehogs and bats have T s values around one and a half months. Similarly, when we consider the cause of admission, the overall process of rehabilitation of trauma casualties and the orphaned young took the longest median T s (more than one month) and by contrast, misplacement had the shorter time (3 days). Trauma has the higher T s (P 90 = 284), independent of the zoological group. Importantly, hand-rearing orphans had median T s between 20-60 days, with values around 20 days in swifts and other bird categories, which represent the largest number of chicks. On the other hand, both infectious diseases and metabolic and nutritional were associated with high recovery times, especially in hedgehogs, carnivore, owls and birds of prey. Finally, it was noteworthy the high T s of birds of prey that have been kept illegally in captivity. Table 2 . Primary causes of admission expressed as a proportion within the animal group (rows). The "Undetermined" category was included in the "Other causes" due to the low number of cases (n = 58). As regards of the cost-benefit index, the best values were observed in amphibian, reptiles and passerines, with values ranging from 4 to 5 released animals per euro and day (Table 4) . On the other hand, when we consider the cause, the best results were obtained in the captivity (4.6 animals/euro/day) and misplacement (4.1) categories (Table 4) . Interestingly the orphaned group represented 2.9 animals/euro/day, and the most efficient hand-rearing corresponded to raptors in birds, and Carnivora and Insectivora in mammals. On the other hand, the worst values were observed in the group of trauma casualties (1.3 animals/euro/ day) and infectious diseases (1.4), especially in raptors, waders, marine birds and bats. In general, the cost-benefit index was higher in the cases with better prognosis (Table 5 ).
Animal
Discussion
It is important to take into consideration that the purpose of the Wildlife Rehabilitation Centers (WRC) is the release of healthy animals to the appropriate habitats in the wild after a temporary care in captivity. For this reason, the evaluation of data about the rehabilitation practice is essential to have reference values for comparison purposes among different WRC in order to critically analyze the protocols and improve efficiency if necessary in each center. To our knowledge, the present epidemiological study is one of the largest and long-term studies Cost-benefit analysis in wildlife conducted in a WRC. Data reported in this study should have a significant impact in the morbidity analysis as regards the large number of animals (>55000) and diversity of species (>300) included. Moreover, it provides new information about outcomes and the cost-benefit estimators of the rehabilitation process that can be useful as a reference for professionals involved in wildlife medicine and management.
It is well documented that anthropogenic factors are the most prevalent cause of admission in the WRC worldwide, representing up to 31% of the total admissions [11] . In this study, the Cost-benefit analysis in wildlife most frequent cause of admission (40%) was the illegal confiscation of protected species, in particular of finches and tortoises. In Spain, trapping and confinement for leisure purposes (singing competition) of male birds of the family Fringillidae is a traditional activity. However, nowadays there are much more regulation that is restricted and more persecuted illegal captures. In Europe, the illegal taking and trading in wild birds is still a serious problem with clear regional patterns, having a considerable negative impact on biodiversity across the continent [23] .
Illegal possession of reptiles, principally of tortoises for pet trade, is an important threat for species of the genus Testudo in the Mediterranean and Asia Minor regions [24, 25] . In Spain, this trade has never reached the high levels observed in some other countries, although a regular national trade has been found within the natural range of the species around urban centers such as Madrid and Barcelona [26] . Moreover, in different areas of Spain, the capture of wild tortoise species to keep them as pets is a long-established tradition [27] . The second leading cause of admission in this study was the orphaned young, representing a 32% of the cases. This percentage of orphaned was very similar to the 28% reported in United Kingdom [28] ; but higher than the 17% in Andalusia (Southern Spain) [29] and the 14% Table 4 . Cost-benefit analyses of the rehabilitation process. The cost-benefit index express the number of released animals per euro and day of stay at the WRC. reported in Australia [9] . As previously described [10, 30] , most of the attended cases belong to species living in close contact with urban and surrounding areas. Indeed, the Wildlife Rehabilitation Center is located in a densely populated region and the finding of juvenile wild animals is very common. Moreover, the social awareness on animal welfare and the information campaigns in the media have also contributed increasing the number of cases attended at the center along the period of study. Hand-rearing wildlife is a long, difficult, and expensive timeconsuming task, although it can highly change depending of the species (owls are much more easy to rear than swift for instance). Many aspects should be considered critical for the success of the process, including both the physical development of healthy animals and the acquisition of natural behavior. On the other hand, the majority of those admissions are concentrated during the breeding season of these species along the summer and spring months, demanding an implementation of staff and economical resources management. Successful post-release survival rates of hand-reared wild animals have been reported in some species, justifying those efforts and expenses [31, 32, 33, 34] . Trauma related with anthropogenic activities represented another important cause of morbidity. In our study, the trauma of unknown origin represents the largest number of admissions and shows an increasing trend, compared to other causes of injury. Unfortunately, this result can be explained by errors in the identification and classification of the origin of trauma, which are intrinsic to the collection of information in the Wildlife Rehabilitation Centers. A more detailed analysis of the trauma category has confirmed that collisions with vehicles are the second leading cause of injury, especially in mammals and birds, as in other reports [11] . Gunshot was still present, indicating that, despite the legal protection of most of the species in Spain, illegal hunting has not been eradicated. In particular, shooting was relevant mainly in birds of prey, which have traditionally been considered competitors for humans [35] . Cost-benefit analysis in wildlife
Animal group
Misplacement was especially important in amphibians, reptiles and Insectivora (mainly hedgehogs). In most of these cases, those animals are found in the proximity of human settlements or buildings. Similar to the young category, living near humans, increases the possibility of contact of these animals with the public, especially in densely populated areas [10] .
Finally, the positive increase of the admissions due to primary infectious and metabolic diseases along the years of study might be consequence of the improvement in diagnostic and health protocols. In this kind of studies it is worthy to remark that mortality rates attributed to infectious or parasitic diseases or chronic poisoning may be underestimated, being a possible bias of the study. However, due to financial constraints at the WRC, we must assume such kind of bias since it is economically unaffordable a thorough analysis in all admitted cases.
In our study, the analysis of the rehabilitation outcomes showed an overall release rate (R r ) over 50% of the admissions, higher than previously reported outcomes in other generalistic Wildlife Rehabilitation Centers. In a recent review, an overall R r = 40% has been published in the centres of the RSPCA in UK [12] . Similarly, the Rr in Wildlife Rehabilitation Centers in Australia ranged from 38 to 45% [9] . The analysis of the rehabilitation outcomes showed that "Captivity", "Misplacement" and "Orphaned" categories presented the best rate scores of releases. The highest R r found in the "Captivity" and "Misplacement", could be mostly explained by the large proportion of healthy animals, especially the recently captured birds. In fact, the severity of the clinical condition has been reported as the best predictor for the individual survival and release of wildlife casualties despite the species [36, 37] . The best Rr of the Orphaned young was seen for the raptors and owls and in the hedgehogs. These results are very similar to that described in other Wildlife Rehabilitation Centers [28, 38] .
As regards as the M r the overall value of 22% is lower than the 34% published in Australia [9] . As mentioned above, higher mortality is associated with the severity of injuries. For this reason, the highest Mr were observed in most groups of animals due to trauma, infectious and metabolic or nutritional diseases. On the other hand, the highest rates of natural death (Mr) were found in "Orphaned" waders and passerines. Hand-rearing of these birds results is a challenging task due to the heterogeneity of species and diets and the inherent fragility of the pediatric patients [39] . Many factors must be considered in order to address this problem such as the composition and preservation of food, hand-rearing and weaning protocols or prophylactic medical treatments; moreover, other additional difficulties in wildlife rehabilitation practices are obtaining necropsy specimens that are not autolytic and the budget constraints for postmortem studies. The overall value (11%) of Mr in the illegal captive category was lower than that reported in parrots in South America [40] . The mortality reported in that study of parrot trade was mainly consequence of massive confiscations of animals kept or transported improperly, and it comprised a mortality of 31% during transport, related to stress, sickness, rough handling and asphyxiation. Severe deficiencies in animal welfare are of major concern in wildlife trade [41] .
Finally, it would be emphasized that euthanasia is the most reasonable decision when the animal's welfare is compromised, due to the animal injuries or when the prognosis is poor or the animal unsuitable for release [1, 42] . In two retrospective studies performed in Australia, the E r was 50% in Queensland [43] , and 18% and 24% in Victoria and New South Wales, respectively [9] . In the present work, the overall E r was lower; however, a stratified analysis of the data is necessary in order to compare the outcomes between centers. The higher proportion of euthanasia was observed in the trauma casualties, independent of the animal group. In fact, injuries that are associated with serious disabilities such as severe fractures, neurological deficits or soft tissue damage can lead to the decision to euthanize [11] . Although, we have not detailed the clinical signs of the patients included in this paper, it would be inferred that wing fractures or luxations in swifts and bats or soft tissue damage in marine birds are associated with a very poor prognosis. In the group of orphaned, the most critical aspects in the rehabilitation process is the acquisition of natural behavior and skills to survive in the wild. Moreover, assessing the degree of socialization is a difficult task. Unfortunately, wild animals suffering socialization problems or imprinting should not be released. The higher E r has been observed in marine birds and artiodactyla. In fact, most of the Artiodactyla are considered as game species in Catalonia. In those cases, euthanasia considerations are based not only on the clinical prognosis and the individual welfare, but also taking into account biological hazards and economic criteria.
Importantly, the early assessment of prognosis and suitability for release is crucial in order to avoid unnecessary suffering of wildlife attended in Wildlife Rehabilitation Centers [44] . For this reason, the main goal of these Centers is to achieve the release as quickly and effectively as possible. In consequence, the time of stay could be a useful tool for the evaluation of Wildlife Rehabilitation Center. Unfortunately, this parameter is scarcely reported in the literature. In the mentioned work in Australia, 64% of the casualties have a time of stay (T s ) between 0-5 days and 7% stay more than 100 days [9] . In our experience, the media T s is 9 days and the P 90 is 69 days for the overall cohort. Due to the non normal distribution of this variable, this variable should be presented as median and percentiles.
Moreover, in our study, the T s was introduced as an estimator of the cost of the rehabilitation process, since each day of hospitalization in the center represents a cost in staff, food and medicines. Although this is not a complete measure of the real cost, this parameter can be an indication of resource usage, and be useful as a rough approach to efficiency [44] . Taken into account this concept, passerines represented the group with the lowest cost per animal released (T s of 12 days). By contrast, poached birds of prey had the longest stay (128 days), mostly due to plumage and behavior abnormalities. Orphaned young passerines and swifts had also shorter stays than birds of prey and owls. Indeed, swifts represented 20% of the admitted hand-reared birds with a median stay of 19 days and a P 90 of 40 days. Within the overall group of the orphaned young, the P 90 was higher than 5 months as a result of the management policies of the center which does not allow releasing young animals during the winter months, especially mammals as bats and hedgehogs. Finally, trauma-related casualties were in general time-consuming, with long T s and in consequence less efficient saving costs; in birds of prey were especially long (T s = 114 days of median) because of the muscle-skeletal and nervous system injuries requires long clinical healing and rehabilitation. Similarly, conditions as infectious or metabolic diseases are also associated to long recovery times.
Economic evaluation (EA) is a quantitative technique developed by economists to promote the most efficient use of the resources. In human medicine, there are different studies of EA, as cost-effectivity, cost-utility or cost-benefit [45] . The cost and benefits associated with oiled bird care has been discussed, but those analyses are still scarce in WRC [46] . In the present study, we used a cost-benefit study in order to compare the effectiveness of the rehabilitation process according to the cause of admission and zoological group and prognostic category. The cost-benefit index revealed the worse results in the trauma casualties and infectious diseases, but also a low value in the orphaned group.
One of the most important limitations in this study was to assume that the daily cost was the same for the different species, clinical conditions and husbandry protocols. Although this approach is not accurate, allows an overall success estimation of the rehabilitation process and the detection of differences between zoological groups and admission categories. Nevertheless, our analyses must be considered partial because we did not perform comparisons among different alternatives of health or rehabilitation protocols, according to the specificities of the causes of admission and the diversity of species. A correction factor for the cost-benefit parameter should be introduced in further studies to compensate for cost differences depending on the species or taxonomic categories.
Finally, in Catalonia, the Wildlife Service is the only one that has competence in the care of wild species that are found injured or orphaned. For this reason most of the animals have been collected by the competent authorities from the wild or most of the time they picked up from citizens home. It should be noted that private citizens are the following group bringing animals directly to the WRC, as expected in an area so populated as the area of influence of the our center.
In our opinion, the cost-benefit analysis of wildlife rehabilitation based on the admission causes and the prognostic category are complementary and useful for the detection of critical points in the clinical and husbandry protocols and the management of WRC. In conclusion, we suggest that an initial approach to cost-effectiveness studies of Wildlife Rehabilitation Centers should include both the outcomes indicators, the stay at the center and a cost-benefit index in the different zoological groups and primary cause of admission. In the future, it would be desirable to conduct more specific cost-effectiveness analysis to improve the overall performance of rehabilitation, both for economic reasons and in order to improve the animal welfare.
